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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see amendment, filed 4/26/06, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 11-18 and 20 under 102 and 103 have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Lofink et al in view of 
(Hall and Saruwatari). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 11-18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lofink et al. in view of (Hall and Saruwatari). 

The patent to Lofink et al. discloses the well known Blackjack game, Spanish 21 . 
Lofink (Spanish 21) including one or more conventional decks of cards, each having a 
plurality of individual playing cards, each of the individual playing cards having a back, a 
face, a face suit including one of Hearts, Diamonds, Clubs and Spades, and an 
associated face value including one of two, three, four, five, six, seven, eight, nine, ten, 
Jack, Queen, King and Ace, col. 4, line 62 to col. 5, line 6. Lofink further includes the 
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steps of removing all cards having face value of ten from one or more 
conventional decks of cards (see abstract). Lofink et al. also includes the steps of 
permitting each player to surrender after receiving two cards in exchange for one-half of 
the respective player's wager, col. 4, lines 6-9, requiring the dealer to take another card 
when the dealer has a combination of cards forming soft seventeen, col. 4, lines 1-2, 
and requiring the dealer to stand when the dealer has a combination of cards forming 
soft seventeen, col. 4, lines 4-5. Lofink et al. also discloses the step that a player may 
place a second wager (Double Down wager) that is separate from the first wager, col. 3, 
lines 40-47. 

The only step recited in claims 11-18 and 20 that Lofink lacks is "paying each 
player having blackjack two times (two-to-one) the respective player's wager if the 
dealer does not have blackjack" and "paying each player having blackjack in the 
respective player's first hand two times the respective player's first wager when the 
dealer's face-up card in the dealer's first hand is not an Ace, Jack, Queen or King". 

Lofink discloses that the "elimination of the ten-spot cards tips the odds of 
the game towards the house. To make up for this difference and keep the game 
attractive to the players the method of play is modified to provide liberal game rules and 

bonus on the player's hand The bonus payouts include paying a bonus to a player if 

the player's first two cards are Blackjack regardless of the numerical count of the 
dealers two cards", see abstract and see Lofink's rule modification 1), col. 3, lines 
27-32. 
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The patent to Hall discloses blackjack games where conventional blackjack rules 
are altered giving an extra edge to the casino. To compensate for this extra edge given 
to the casino other player-beneficial rules can be added within the game, to allow the 
casino edge to reduce overall to a similar edge found in regular Blackjack. Examples, 
such as paying higher than normal odds for Blackjacks ", see paragraph [0004]. 

The patent to Saruwatari teaches that it is well known in blackjack to reward a 
player having blackjack at a rate of 2:1 , col. 1 , lines 36-37. 

In view of such teachings, it would have been obvious to modify Lofink's rule 
modification 1), col. 3, lines 27-32 of Lofink, by requiring that players having Blackjack 
be paid two times the respective player's wager. This modification would have given 
players the perception of increased player advantage, thus making Lofink's game more 
exciting to play. Determining exactly under what circumstances a player having 
Blackjack is to be paid two times the respective player's wager, (e.g. if the dealer also 
has Blackjack, if the dealer does not have Blackjack, if the dealer's face-up card in the 
dealer's first hand is not an Ace, Jack, Queen or King, paying the player's Blackjack 
hand regardless of the value dealer's hand, etc.) is simply a casino business decision 
dependent on relative house advantage which is always obvious in the art. Obviously, 
house advantage is increased by paying a player having Blackjack 2:1 only if the 
dealer's face-up card in the dealer's first hand is not an Ace, Jack, Queen or King. 
Obvioiusly , house advantage is decreased (player advantage increased) by paying a 
player having Blackjack 2:1 regardless of the value dealer's hand. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

1. Claim 19 is allowed. 

2. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: None of the cited references alone or in combination teach the steps in claim 19 
of " discarding all of the player's cards in the player's first hand, and all of the dealer's 
cards in the dealer's first hand, except the first card dealt to the dealer , dealing one 
card to each player face-up, dealing another card face-up to form a second player's 
hand", the dealer collecting the second wager of each player having a second hand 
total face value of cards less than the dealer's second hand total face value of 

cards the dealer paying out one times the second wager of each player having a 

second hand total face value of cards greater than the dealer's second hand total face 
value...." The bold print indicates insertions by the Examiner that would make the 
claims more definite. Similar insertions should be made throughout claims 8, 9, 18 and 
19 in order to make the claims more definite. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin H. Layno whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4424. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 1st Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eugene Kim can be reached on (571)272-4463. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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